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extra verting temperament. The thinking of the extravert
is concretistic. His soundness and stability do not He in
himself, but very largely outside himself in the felt-into
facts of experience, whence also James' qualification
"tough" is derived. To the man who is always ranged
upon the side of concrete thinking, -i.e. upon the side of
representations of facts, abstraction appears as something
feeble and decrepit, something he is well able to dispense
with, in face of the solidity of concrete, sense-established
facts. But, for the man who is on the side of abstraction,
it is not the sense-conditioned representation, but the
abstract idea^ which is the decisive factor.
According to the current conception, an idea is
nothing but an abstraction of a sum of experiences. With
such a notion the human mind is readily conceived as a
sort of tabula rasa, that gradually gets covered with the
perceptions and experiences of life. From this stand-
point, which in the widest sense is the standpoint of our
empirical science, the idea can be nothing at all, but an
epiphenomenal, a posteriori abstraction from experiences—
hence feebler and more colourless than these. But we
know that the mind cannot be a tabula rasa, since we have
only to criticize our principles of thought to perceive that
certain categories of our thinking are given a priori, i.e,
antecedent to all experience, and make a simultaneous
appearance with the first act of thought, being, in fact,
its preformed conditions. For what Kant proved for
logical thinking holds good for the psyche over a still
wider range. At the beginning, the psyche is-no more a
tabula rasa than is the mind (the province of thought).
To be sure the concrete contents are lacking, but the
contents - possibilities are given a priori through the
inherited and preformed functional disposition. The psyche
is simply the product of brain-functioning throughout our
whole ancestral line, a precipitate of the adaptation-efforts
N*

